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So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I want to state that I incorrectly voted 
‘‘no’’ on H.R. 4567, the Homeland Security 
Appropriations Bill. I intended to vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoid-
ably detained and unable to cast a number of 
rollcall votes. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yes’’ on the Roybal-Allard amend-
ment (rollcall No. 269), ‘‘no’’ on the Tancredo 
amendment (rollcall No. 270), ‘‘yes’’ on the 
Maloney/Rangel amendment (rollcall No. 271), 
‘‘yes’’ on the Sabo amendment (rollcall No. 
272) and ‘‘yes’’ on final passage of the Home-
land Security Appropriations bill (rollcall No. 
275). 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably absent for votes in this Chamber on 
June 18, 2004. I would like the RECORD to 
show that, had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall votes 267, 268, 269, 
271, 272, 273, 274, and 275 and ‘‘no’’ on roll-
call vote 270. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, on Friday, June 
18, 2004, I was not present for the following 
rollcall votes during debate on the Homeland 
Security Appropriations Act (H.R. 4567). 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ for rollcall votes, 270—the Tancredo 

amendment and 275—Final Passage of H.R. 
4567. 

I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall votes 
267—the Jackson-Lee Amendment, 268—the 
DeLauro Amendment, 269—the Roybal-Allard 
Amendment, 271—the Maloney Amendment, 
272—the Sabo Amendment, 273—the Markey 
Amendment and 274—the Velázquez Amend-
ment. 

f 

REPORT ON H.R. 4613, DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2005 

Mr. LEWIS of California, from the 
Committee on Appropriations, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No. 
108–553) on the bill (H.R. 4613) making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2005, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the Union Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GOODLATTE). Pursuant to clause 1, rule 
XXI, all points of order are reserved on 
the bill. 

f 

REPORT ON H.R. 4614, ENERGY AND 
WATER DEVELOPMENT APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2005 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida, from the 
Committee on Appropriations, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No. 
108–554) on the bill (H.R. 4614) making 
appropriations for energy and water de-
velopment for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2005, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the Union 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of 
order are reserved on the bill. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I take this 
time for the purposes of requesting of 
the majority leader information re-
garding the schedule for the week to 
come, and I yield to my friend, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY), the 
distinguished majority leader, for the 
purposes of giving us the schedule. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), 
the distinguished whip, for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will convene 
on Monday at 12:30 p.m. for morning 
hour and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 
We will consider several measures 
under suspension of the rules. A final 
list of those bills will be sent to Mem-
bers’ offices by the end of this week. 
Any votes called on these measures 
will be rolled until 6:30 p.m. 

On Tuesday and the balance of the 
week, we expect to consider additional 
legislation under suspension of the 
rules. We also plan to consider several 
bills under a rule: The Fiscal Year 2005 
Department of Defense appropriations 
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bill; H.R. 4548, the Fiscal Year 2005 In-
telligence Authorization Act; H.R. 3973, 
the Spending Control Act of 2004; and 
the Fiscal Year 2005 Energy and Water 
Development appropriations bill. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
note that we are expecting a very busy 
week leading into the July 4 district 
work period. We are likely to work 
some late nights and possibly late Fri-
day afternoon. I repeat, for the Mem-
bers listening, possibly late Friday 
afternoon as we work to resolve these 
important pieces of legislation. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
me this time, and I would be glad to 
answer any questions. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the majority leader. 

Mr. Speaker, the majority leader 
mentioned two appropriations bills 
scheduled for next week: Defense and 
Energy and Water. Can the gentleman 
tell us on what days he anticipates 
those bills to be on the floor, and does 
he anticipate that they will come to 
the floor under the customary open 
rules? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-

ciate the gentleman yielding. We have 
not made a final decision as to when we 
might suggest that we place them on 
the schedule. Just as a possibility, we 
would put Department of Defense on 
the floor on Tuesday; Energy and 
Water might be later on, because we 
are working, trying to work with the 
Committee on Appropriations to make 
sure we are not on the floor when the 
committee is in markup. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for that information. 
The second question was, under tradi-
tional open rules, can we expect to con-
sider them under such rules? 

Mr. DELAY. Definitely. I would see 
no reason why we would not tradition-
ally have open rules on these appro-
priations bills. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for that response and I 
thank the gentleman for that proce-
dure. 

With respect to the Intelligence Au-
thorization bill, the gentleman has 
listed that bill for next week. Under 
what procedures will this be considered 
and, specifically, can the gentleman 
comment on whether the Democratic 
amendments will be allowed, including 
amendments in the nature of a sub-
stitute? 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield, I do not want to 
speak for the committee, but I believe 
that on the Intelligence Reauthoriza-
tion Act, I believe the committee will 
solicit all types of amendments and 
will have a very lengthy debate. I 
would anticipate there will be many 
amendments allowed on that bill. 

On the Budget Enforcement Act, did 
the gentleman ask about that? 

Mr. HOYER. The gentleman is antici-
pating me, and I will ask that. Can I 
ask one other question on the Intel-
ligence bill first? Does the gentleman 

know, if we consider Defense on Tues-
day, when does the gentleman think we 
would consider the Intelligence author-
ization? 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield, I would anticipate 
that the Department of Defense appro-
priations bill would not take very long; 
it does not usually, and if that is the 
case, the Intelligence bill would follow 
right after that. It could be Tuesday if 
things go well. If they do not, then I 
would imagine the Intelligence bill 
would be on Wednesday. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
Now, on the PAYGO bill, or the budg-

et enforcement legislation, we marked 
up a bill some time ago, the budget 
itself. On this enforcement act, will 
Democrats, Mr. Leader, be allowed to 
substitute on this very important leg-
islation? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-

ciate the gentleman yielding, and as 
the gentleman can see, the chairman of 
the Committee on Rules is standing 
here. I do not want to spoil the surprise 
of the chairman, his announcement, 
but I believe that they do plan to so-
licit all types of amendments and sub-
stitutes. I do not want to prejudge 
their actions, but I do expect them to 
make in order a number of amend-
ments. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, would it be appropriate for 
me to perhaps address the question to 
the Committee on Rules chairman? I 
will not do so if the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DELAY) thinks at this point 
in time that is premature, but I will do 
so if the gentleman thinks it is appro-
priate. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just say that the majority leader is ab-
solutely right. 

Mr. HOYER. About what? 
Mr. DREIER. About absolutely ev-

erything. 
Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I really 

would like to have an answer to the 
question, if one is available. I yield to 
the leader. 

Mr. DELAY. Well, I will take the gen-
tleman seriously. I was going to make 
a joke. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Texas can make a joke, 
and then we will get serious. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will continue to yield, I was 
waiting for the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rules to say that, or I 
thought I heard him say that the lead-
er is always right. 

Mr. HOYER. That is what he said. 
That is why I took it jocularly and 
moved on. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield again, I do not want 
to prejudge the chairman of the Com-

mittee on Rules or the Committee on 
Rules on what they would do, but I 
think, I think this budget enforcement 
process bill is a very important piece of 
legislation. It defines who we are and 
where we want to take this country, 
and I am saying, ‘‘we’’ the House and 
both parties, and I think a free and 
open debate should be warranted. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, I very much appreciate the 
leader’s view on that. I think we share 
that view. There are obviously dif-
ferences on how to accomplish the ob-
jective but, clearly, the objective; that 
is, of ensuring a responsible manage-
ment of the fiscal affairs of this coun-
try, is obviously of concern to all in 
this body. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend for yielding. Let me say, as 
the majority leader pointed out, I am 
here to actually solicit from our col-
leagues those proposals about which 
my friend has just referred so that we 
do have an opportunity in the Com-
mittee on Rules to consider a wide 
range of alternatives, and then we will 
deliberate and we will make a rec-
ommendation to the House as to how 
we should structure the rule for consid-
eration. 

But my friend is absolutely right. We 
do want to have a chance to address 
what obviously is a very serious and 
important issue for us institutionally. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman of the Committee on 
Rules for his observation. As the gen-
tleman knows, we were disappointed 
we did not get a substitute to the tax 
bill that was considered yesterday. 
With a substitute, we can offer alter-
natives in a way that we cannot nec-
essarily via amendments. 

b 1645 

We would appreciate and think it in 
the best interest of deliberations, 
whether one agrees or disagrees with 
the substance, that that process be fol-
lowed; and we thank the gentleman for 
his consideration of that. 

Mr. Leader, you have not listed, but 
I believe we do need to act, the trans-
portation bill. You did not list it in 
your report, but would I be correct in 
anticipating that we would extend by 
some additional period of time the au-
thorization or the existing transpor-
tation program? I yield to my friend. 

Mr. DELAY. We have a number of ex-
tensions that have to be done next 
week, many we are working on with 
the other side; and on those, the wel-
fare extension along with the highway 
extension, the child nutrition act ex-
tension, and maybe a couple of others 
that are really important to do next 
week. And we hope that in working 
with the minority that we can come to 
some sort of agreement on these exten-
sions and put them on the suspension 
calendar on suspension days. 
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Mr. HOYER. That would be my ques-

tion. Your anticipation would be that 
they would be agreed upon, that they 
would be on the suspension calendar? 

Mr. DELAY. That is correct. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the leader for 

his information. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JUNE 
21, 2004 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 
12:30 p.m. on Monday, June 21, for 
morning hour debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GOODLATTE). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the business in 
order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF AMENDMENT 
PROCESS FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3973, SPENDING CONTROL 
ACT OF 2004 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Rules may meet the week of 
June 21 to grant a rule which could 
limit the amendment process for floor 
consideration of H.R. 3973, the Spend-
ing Control Act of 2004. The Committee 
on the Budget ordered the bill reported 
on March 17 and filed its report with 
the House on March 19. 

Any Member wishing to offer an 
amendment should submit 55 copies of 
the amendment and one copy of a brief 
explanation of the amendment to the 
Committee on Rules in room H–312 of 
the Capitol by 6 p.m. Tuesday, June 22. 
Members should draft their amend-
ments to the text of the bill as re-
ported by the Committee on the Budg-
et. 

Members should use the Office of 
Legislative Counsel to ensure that 
their amendments are drafted in the 
most appropriate format. Members are 
also advised to check with the Office of 
the Parliamentarian to be certain their 
amendments comply with the rules of 
the House. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF AMENDMENT 
PROCESS FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 4548, INTELLIGENCE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2005 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Rules may meet the week of 
June 21 to grant a rule which could 

limit the amendment process for floor 
consideration of H.R. 4548, the Intel-
ligence Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2005. The Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence ordered the bill 
reported on June 16, 2004, and is ex-
pected to file the report in the House 
on Monday, June 21. 

Any Member wishing to offer an 
amendment should submit 55 copies of 
the amendment and one copy of a brief 
explanation of the amendment to the 
Committee on Rules in room H–312 of 
the Capitol by 10 a.m. Tuesday, June 
22. 

Members should draft their amend-
ments to the text of the bill as re-
ported by the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, which is avail-
able for their review on the Web site of 
both the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence and the Committee on 
Rules. 

Members should use the Office of 
Legislative Counsel to make sure their 
amendments are drafted in the most 
appropriate format. Members are also 
advised to check with the Office of the 
Parliamentarian to be certain their 
amendments comply with the rules of 
the House. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
CANADA-UNITED STATES INTER-
PARLIAMENTARY GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 276d, clause 10 of rule 
I, and the order of the House of Decem-
ber 8, 2003, the Chair announces the 
Speaker’s appointment of the following 
Members of the House to the United 
States Delegation of the Canada- 
United States Interparliamentary 
Group: 

Mr. HOUGHTON, New York, chairman; 
Mr. DREIER, California; 
Mr. SHAW, Florida; 
Mr. STEARNS, Florida; 
Mr. MANZULLO, Illinois; 
Mr. SMITH, Michigan; 
Mr. ENGLISH, Pennsylvania; 
Mr. SOUDER, Indiana; 
Mr. TANCREDO, Colorado. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GARRETT of New Jersey). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
7, 2003, and under a previous order of 
the House, the following Members will 
be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

SMART SECURITY AND FIRST 
RESPONDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-

woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, today I 
want to talk about a group of Ameri-
cans that we do not always take the 
time to recognize, our Nation’s first re-
sponders. 

This group of brave men and women 
are our first line of defense against ter-
rorist attacks and disasters. They are 
our dedicated firefighters, police, emer-
gency technicians, and health care 
workers who are the first on the scene 
when disaster strikes. 

First responders work around the 
clock to protect their communities. 
Unlike most working folks, they are al-
ways on call in case of emergency. In 
fact, many of these dedicated individ-
uals died in the World Trade Center on 
September 11 because response was so 
effective they arrived at the scene and 
were scattered throughout the build-
ings when the buildings collapsed. 

As we know, disaster requires the 
highest level of cooperation between 
different agencies, meaning the dif-
ference between lives lost and lives 
saved. Because conditions during major 
disasters are unpredictable, Mr. Speak-
er, first responders require the most 
advanced equipment to ensure that 
they are well protected: equipment in-
cluding self-contained breathing units, 
protective clothing for hazardous situ-
ation, interoperable radio units so dif-
ferent groups and communities can 
communicate during a crisis, thermal 
imaging units so we can determine if 
people are stuck in buildings or 
trapped under falling debris, and 
trained, available health care workers 
and technicians adequately supplied 
with vaccines, medicines and provi-
sions. 

One would think that in a post-Sep-
tember 11 world, Congress would fully 
fund these response efforts; but that is 
simply not happening. In fact, the 
homeland security appropriations bill 
that came before this House today ac-
tually reduces funds for first respond-
ers. 

Despite the majority party’s rhet-
oric, their rhetoric of supporting first 
responders, most Republicans fully 
supported President Bush’s 2005 budget 
proposal which would cut $800 million 
in grants to first responders. Talk 
about misplaced priorities. We are 
spending $5 billion every month for the 
war in Iraq, but cannot find the funds 
to provide $3 billion this year for our 
first responders in the homeland secu-
rity bill; $3 billion is the amount need-
ed to fully fund the programs that are 
necessary to keep them safe. 

These are people who safeguard our 
most precious landmarks like the Cap-
itol Building and the Golden Gate 
Bridge. Clearly our budget priorities 
are way out of whack when we cannot 
provide for those who selflessly protect 
their communities every single day. 
This, I believe, is travesty. 

Every year we lose an average of 100 
first responders to terrorist incidents 
and disasters. With better equipment, 
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